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Ekom  its  etymology  the  word  “ ANARCHY  ” 
means  “ the  state  of  a people  who  have  no 
government. 

A false  idea  which  is  generally  current 
engenders  the  conception  that  confusion  would 
result  in  social  relations,  from  which  it  is  held 
that  anarchy  is  the  synonym  of  disorder,  it  is 
thus  they  speak  of  feudal  anarchy,  which  in  its 
despotic  and  arbitrary  regime  was  the  opposite  of 
anarchy. 

This  conception  of  disorder  and  confusion  is 
therefore  only  a deformed  one,  and  not  the  real 
signification  of  the  word  f-  anpchv.”  Anarchy 
in  political  philosophy  is  “ the  conception  of  a 
social  state,  where  the  individual  is  sovereign 
master  of  his  person,  who  will  freely  develop 
himself,  and  when  social  relations  shall  he 
established  between  the  members  of  society 
according  to  their  sympathies,  their  affections,  and 
their  wants;  without  the  constitution  of  political 
authority.” 

In  one  word,  “anarchy”  is  the  negation  of  the 
state,  under  whatever  form  it  is  presented ; being 
replaced  by  individual  initiative  that  will  freely 
and  harmonically  exercise  itself. 

The  doctrine  that  preconceives  anarchy  is 
anarchism.  This  doctrine  is  not  an  imaginative 
concept  born  suddenly  in  the  minds  of  thinkers 
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and  dreamers.  It  is  the  social  conclusion  oi 
philosophy  of  all  parts  of  modern  science,  having 
for  its  object  the  study  of  man  and  society. 

The  bases  of  anarchism  are  at  the  same  time 
philosophical,  moral,  political  and  economical. 

Man,  as  living  being,  has  wants ; and  the  aim 
of  his  life  is  the  satisfaction  of  those  needs. 
Then  already  he  has  the  right  to  exercise  all  his 
faculties,  because  the  exercise  of  those  faculties 
have  no  other  aims  than  the  satisfaction  of  his 
needs ; consequently,  the  normal  and  integral 
development  of  the  individual.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  state  of  society  anterior  to  man,  as  it 
existed  amongst  animals  by  which  lie  was  pre- 
ceded in  evolution,  gave  birth  in  him  to  some 
wants,  for  the  satisfaction  of  which  the  help  of 
his  fellow  creature  is  indispensable;  he  is  in 
almost  constant  relation  with  them.  Of  those 
relations  result  an  exchange  of  diverse  influences, 
constituting  and  modifying  the  moral  structure  of 
humanity.  Besides,  in  those  relations,  every 
individual  brings  an  equal  right  to  his  integral 
and  normal  development. 

Of  this  equilibrium  between  the  right  of  every 
one  depends  the  social  harmony.  Authority  de- 
stroys this  equilibrium.  It  is  the  encroachment 
made  by  one  or  more  of  ti  e members  of  society 
on  the  rights  of  others  to  the  integral  function 
of  his  individuality.  The  authority  is  a violation 
of  the  imprescriptible  right  of  every  one;  it 
forcibly  causes  by  the  obstacles  that  it  brings  to> 
the  individual  development,  a lessening  of  his  j 
ndividuality.  It  brings  prejudices  to  him  andi 


at  the  same  time  to  society,  in  diminishing  the 
number  or  the  value  of  the  services  that  he  is 
susceptible  to  give  society.  Anarchism  esteems 
that  order,  harmony  of  society,  as  well  as  the 
happiness  of  individuals,  are  in  contradiction  with 
the  exercise  of  authority,  whatever  it  may  he. 

One  has  objected  against  the  conclusions  that 
authority  is  necessary  to  repress  the  anti-social 
instincts  of  certain  men,  and  to  prevent  eventual 
attempts  against  the  right  of  every  one.  That 
conviction  of  the  necessity  of  a repressive  authority 
conies  of  an  insufficient  or  erroneous  investigation 
into  the  causes  of  the  anti-social  instincts  and  of 
the  violation  of  rights  that  they  propose  them- 
selves to  prevent. 

We  touch  here  the  moral  basis  of  anarchism. 
Man,  to  the  moral  point  of  view,  as  well  as  the 
physical  point  of  view,  is  the  product  of  the 
environment  in  which  he  lives.  His  actual 
physical  forms  and  the  whole  of  his  present 
physiological  organisation  are  the  result  of  a series 
of  innumerable  influences  of  all  sorts,  acting  on 
the  evolution  of  beings  who  preceded  him,  and 
on  the  evolution  of  his  own  specie.  The  mental, 
moral  and  intellectual  notions  he  holds  are  the 
fruit  of  all  natural,  social  and  individual  influences, 
which  evolved  in  their  time  and  have  impressed  on 
moral  evolution  the  direction  that  it  has  taken. 

Considered  individually,  the  being  on  coming 
nto  existence  brings  some  psychical  dispositions  of 
vliich  the  whole  is  only  the  result  of  atavical  and 
lereditarv  influences  which  exercise  themselves 
>efore  him.  On  the  environment  in  which  he  will 
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grow  will  depend  the  nature  and  cliaraeter  of  his 
aetions.  Education,  hereditary,  temperament,  nat- 
ural influences,  and  social  influences  will  determine 
them. 

Concerning  anti-social  acts  that  one  pretends  not 
to  be  able  to  avoid  without  the  institution  of 
a system  of  repressive  authority,  anarchism  proves 
that  they  are  the  result  of  the  social  organisation 
based  upon  inequality  of  conditions.  Robbery, 
murder,  of  which  robbery  and  spoliation  are  the 
motives,  and  attempts  against  persons,  and  against 
their  wealth  have  no  other  causes  than  the  vicious 
social  organisation,  which  makes  impossible  for  a 
great  number  of  individuals  to  satisfy  their  needs. 
When  the  temperament  is  too  strong,  when  want 
is  too  imperious,  it  may  come  that  the  individual 
infringes  the  artificial  laws,  which  are  made  to  con- 
secrate the  injustice  of  the  social  organisation.  He 
commits  one  of  those  acts,  called  anti- social,  of 
which  the  real  cause  resides  in  the  oppressive 
situation  imposed  on  him  by  society. 

In  a society  in  which  all  individuals  would  have 
the  faculty  to  freely  and  integrally  develop  them- 
selves, one  conceives  that  those  acts  could  not  be 
committed  because  of  the  absence  of  the  motives 
that  determine  them.  Besides,  repressive  means 
are  absolutely  insufficient  to  stop  them. 

Modern  jurists  try  to  excuse  the  spirit  of 
vengeance  which,  more  or  less  disguised,  constitutes 
the  very  bottom  of  the  penal  legislations,  derived 
from  retaliation;  law  pretends  to  hold  the  male- 
factors by  the  fear  of  chastisement.  The  fear  of 
chastisement  in  no  way  stops  the  commission  of 
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crime,  the  criminal  being  driven  there  by  his 
temperament  or  his  interest 

We  must  insist  on  the  truth  that  the  morality  of 
man  exclusively  depends  on  the  surrounding 
conditions,  of  hereditary  and  of  education.  Man, 
who  infringes  penal  laws  always  considers,  if  he 
thinks  of  it,  not  to  have  to  suffer  the  legal 
consequences  of  his  act.  He  commits  an  anti- 
social act  only  because  his  will  is  insufficient  to  fight 
against  the  motive  that  drives  him  to  commit  it, 
and  the  insufficiency  of  his  will  is  itself  due  to  the 
education  which  he  had  received,  the  frequented 
environment,  and,  also,  often  to  an  hereditary 
organic  vice. 

The  most  Draconic  laws  have  never  prevented 
crimes  and  offences  ; their  impotence  is  their  own 
condemnation.  If  then,  “ authority  ” that 
usurping  power  which  they  think  to  excuse  by 
stating  that  it  constitutes  the  right  of  all,  is  unfit  to 
perform  its  pretended  mission,  what  argument  can 
they  present  in  favour  of  its  existence  ? Does  not 
the  anarchist  conception  of  a social  state  where 
order  would  result  from  the  free  relations  of  the 
individual,  appear  as  the  more  logical  and  the  only 
reasonable  one  ? 

Therefore,  the  basis  of  anarchist  morality  is  the 
development  of  the  will  in  the  individuals  ; because 
it  is  by  will  power  that  man  comes  to  direct  him- 
self and  liberate  himself  from  the  necessity  of  an 
exterior  power, 

From  the  economical  point  of  view  all  anarchists 
are  in  accord  regarding  the  suppression  of  the  state, 
which  they  consider  as  an  useless  and  expensive 
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organisation,  and.  at  the  same  time,  oppressive  and 
annihilative  of  individual  initiative.  The  functions 
that  the  state  performs  can  be  carried  on  by  private 
initiative.  One  will  realize  a great  economy  of 
forces  by  freeing  society  of  the  state-imposed  taxes. 

Moreover,  the  liberty  resulting  for  every  one 
from  the  abolition  of  the  state,  will  greatly  favour 
the  development  of  individual  initiative ; and  con- 
sequently, improvement  of  the  productive  methods. 

The  anarchists  are  divided  in  two  principal 
factions,  individualist  anarchists  and  communist 
anarchists.  The  anarchist  theories  have  in  the  past 
very  deep  roots.  They  were  by  fragments  ex- 
pressed at  different  epochs,  but  in  a very  vague 
manner.  The  Anabaptists  of  the  sixteenth  century, 
certain  English  Puritans  in  the  seventeenth 
century,  the  Hussites,  etc,  have  expressed  some 
revendications,  having  more  or  less  resemblance  to 
certain  anarchist  aspects.  In  the  same  way,  in  the 
eighteenth  century  curate  Melier  made  a criticism 
of  the  society  which  would  be  approved  by  many 
modern  revolutionists. 

J.  J.  Rousseau  preconised  the  state  of  nature 
which  had  no  resemblance  with  anarchism,  but  in 
“ Emile  ” he  gave  a plan  of  an  educational  system, 
of  which,  without  doubt,  the  anarchist  society  will 
be  inspired.  During  the  great  revolution,  we  must 
cite  as  precursors  of  anarchism,-  the  Hebertists, 
and  Babouvists.  Finally,  Proudhon,  the  first  in  his 
time,  with  Bellegarigue  and  Dejacques  expressed 
the  theory,  and  gave  to  the  word  “ Anarchy  ” its 
true  meaning,  drawn  from  its  etymology.  They 
proved  that,  far  from  being  a cause  of  disorder 
and  confusion,  anarchy  is  the  foundation  of 
social  order  and  harmony. 

From  the  Dictionary  La  Chatre . 


